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Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 

The reply filed on 3-4-02 is not fully responsive to the prior Office action because of the following omission(s) or matter(s): applicant 
did not elect a specific species. The election of species requirement was intended to require specific components, i.e. compounds, not 
functional groups. Applicant is require to elect specific components not functional groups or classes of compounds. See 37 CFR 
1.111. Since the above-mentioned reply appears to be bona fide, applicant is given a TIME PERIOD of ONE (1) MONTH or 
THIRTY (30) DAYS from the mailing date of this notice, whichever is longer, within which to supply the omission or correction in 
order to avoid abandonment. EXTENSIONS OF THIS TIME PERIOD MAY BE GRANTED UNDER 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 



Applicant is invited to amend the claims when responding to this paper. The current claims are somewhat confusing and it should be 
noted that the generic claims, as written, appear to read on a myriad of well known nucleophilic addition reactions. Applicant is 
invited to more clearly claim applicant's invention or point out why the instant claims differ from old and well known nucleophilic 
reactions. The examiner feels this will expedite prosecution and the identification of potential allowable subject matter. 
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